
April 6, 1948, 

Dr. Qilson 3, Stone, 
Dept. Zoology, 
Ihivrrsity cf Taxm, 
Austin, 'i'exas. 

D ear Dr. Storm, 

EbaLosad are the two mnuscripts you have sent. Th.x& you for the opportunity 
of sasiJ1g them. That work is very impressive, and 1 hope you nil1 not regard thaer 
ariticism :.~8 at a1 derogatory. Homver, I feel that #a concept that the mutation8 
result from the as&niLation &r&c the gene of pseudo-mtabolitea is only oue 
hypothssfs mong iwiny, &though ;ts good in working br:sis 3s ‘my of the.3 Liketisla. 

h3 to the catdAueJ j)sptjr, 1 hsmn't vtwy Lmaoh ix cmmnt, On p.5, 58 3d PSS,, 
1 think it would be clearer to write "WC a4y themfore conclude that iit sucrh a aon- 
wentration . ..a# for"Wvfou&y, ;:t such.....'f 

I aa not clear what the st;itua of the peroxide irl fxxdtitgd broth .W,Y be. 
Can 1-j ppm H,O- be 
peroxide Ltdde $ic 

detected with TE13 when udded to broth? Khat proportion of 
broth irr rscover3bl.e with cc;t&lse? Does ,your catG.rrae ra:tct 

with organic perd.das (mzordfng to Sumar a\rd &mers, the ppecificity of aatalars 
is ~ontrm3rsiz.l.) 

Perhapa the xost dubious pxrqraph Ps on p. ? referring to the aaxltx&enio 
effaats of szide. The point ii3 iqort-tit enough (from the point of view of n6pontanrW 
rrutabions" ) that 1 th!.nk 1) i;~ ampLets acount of the axperinltlnt should be given 
here, arId 2) some definite &uth:.Mty ,qi.ven for the zmxH&x that cells inhibitad 
by azide irc~uuul;olte peroxids. Xt night be mntionad that ozide is not entirely 
~pedfic for iron snzym~s; zecordtig to SpisgeLmn, e.g., it interferea with 
phoaphab transfer in tha ~UHB my ~8 did.tzopherdL. Carbcln morLoxicie a? c,y~d.da 
wculd be mcra suitable. 

Professor %L~LKI rtrld 1 have not hiid auuh success vrith transformtions in E. so&i, 
for which reason 1 by stiU. liociou8 to hear of hiyso' reoultp, in this direction. 

Thank you again for the privliirge of seeing these pqmru in mrmcript. 

PouPe sinoerely, 

Joshua Ledsrbsrg 
A68kstmt Prof4msor of ~netlcrs 


